WORKERS VOIGE 


40p 


More Austerity, More Restructuring, All over Europe 


Working C 
Resistance Is 


November/December 1993 


No. 69 


ass 
ising 


Something is stirring amongst the world working class. This 
is especially true of Europe. A series of struggles across the 
continent from the Russian mines to the French airlines has 
once again raised the spectre of concerted class struggle. 
The ruling classes of Europe are already becoming alarmed. 
We can see this in the news blackouts of any movement 
which “gets out of control” and in the frantic analyses of the 
“serious” bourgeois press of the Air France strike. Even the 
ghosts of 1968 have been resurrected. 


Tne world capitalist economic crisis is over twenty years old. 
Throughout that time the capitalists have demanded, and 
obtained, austerity, mass unemployment and falling living 
standards, Despite sparks of militancy and self-organisation, 
from Poland in 1980-1, through to the miners strike of 1984- 
5, the working class has been faced with a long slow retreat. 


This has often been because they have been fighting with F 
chains on. Workers have too long put their faith in the old 
workers’ movement, in unions and their so-called socialist 
parties. They have been sold the capitalist message that 
these are hard times, that if they accept austerity today then, 
one fine day all will be well. But today such messages have 


a hollow ring. 


There has to be a limit to accepting the collapse in living standards. But there 
is No limit to the demands of the capitalists. Today, despite all the restructuring 
of the 1980s and all the sacrifices made by the working class they are back for 
more. The Air France workers have shown us the way to fight back. They refused 
all union deals negotiated behind their backs and forced the bosses to withdraw 
their redundancy plan. But this is only a start. 


Only a concerted class action which breaks out of the sectional boundaries of 
the old workers’ movement can force a more general retreat by the capitalist 
class. The Air France workers happen to be ina particularly important sector 
of the economy. Even so, this does not mean they are safe in the long run. It 
only means that the Air France bosses will have to go away and think of a different 
scheme. As the British miners’ strike showed above all else, when you are facing 
a determined enemy a militant struggle is no good if it is confined to a single 
industry or factory (as happened recently at Timex or Crotone - see inside this 
issue). It is too early to say whether the victory of the Air France workers will give 
heart to workers facing the attacks of restructuring in the rest of Europe, but 
it could give the working class confidence in the same way as the defeat of the 
British miners strike increased the arrogance of our class enemy. As the text which 
follows shows, there are plenty of workers across Europe who see no alternative 
except to fight. The issue will be settled on what we have learned from the past. 


The Struggle at Air France 


It was a revolt as we have not seen since 1968 
Thus Bosson, the French Transport Minister 
excused his climbdown over the proposed 
sackings at Air France in the French Parliament. 
It was not, of course, anything like May 1968 
but it was a sizeable setback for the French 
bourgeoisie. The strikers of Air France managed 
to scare the bourgeoisie. It is not simply a 
question of ferocity or militancy but that two 
things seem to be occurring at the same time. 
The precarious hold union leaderships have over 
their rank-and-file has been further weakened. 
Also, workers are looking to link together to take 
on the French government's belated attempts to 
restructure in the face of the capitalist crisis. 


Air France, Groupe Bull (computers), 
Aerospatiale, Pechiney (aluminium), are all 
state-owned, heading for privatisation, heavily 
in debt and looking to both cut costs and gain 
further government finance. Bernard Attali, the 


darling of the socialist technocratic class, had 
been left in charge by the right to oversee the 
restructuring of Air France. He had attempted 
to enforce 4000 job cuts on top of 6000 already 
announced, as well as to cut bonuses and 
overtime payments. The hardest hit were to be 
groundstaff, many of whom were already at 
minimum wage level. Bosson was to claim that 
it would only have meant a 1% cut. Bosson, the 
Minister of a conservative government. cut the 
ground from under Attali’s feet in face of the 
militant occupation of the main airports and the 
blockades on the roads to them. The leadership 
of Air France has now been handed over to 
Christian Blanc. who did the same job at RATP. 
the Paris transport operator. He is now set to take 
a softer line fearful of setting off a chain of linked 
struggles throughout state-owned companies. 


This shuffling of the management does not of 
course mean the workers are safe. Some of 
continued on page 3 
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As capitalism bids farewell to the welfare state, the only 


realistic alternative is: 
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Major is not Thatcher but his government is still 
bent on “pushing back the boundaries of the 
state”. The so-called Victorian values of *self- 
help’ and ‘the family’, now conveniently 
reworked as “traditional values”, are being used 
to provide moral ‘arguments’ for slashing 
spending on everything from working class 
housing to pensions and medical provision. 
There’s no doubt that many Conservatives 
believe this rubbish and undoubtedly the likes 
of Peter Lilley and Michael Portillo find pleasure 
in attacking the working class. Even so, the real 
reason for the government's incessant cuts in 
welfare spending, has nothing to do with morality 
and everything to do with economics. 


The Government which condemns “living 
beyond one’s means” is running a budget deficit 
of approximately £1bn a week and while the fat 
financial parasites in the City are doing very 
nicely by investing in government bonds the 
onus is on the Treasury to get this reduced by 
whatever means possible. And, as everybody 
knows, the bounds of possibility for politicians 
nowadays are determined by what they can 


politically get away with, not by the ‘social 
justice’ of assuring the well-being of the 
population as a whole in a supposedly civilised 
society. As John Smith, the Labour leader, put 
it on Channel 4 News last April: 


We should no longer be thinking just in terms of 
providing a safety net, but of creating a springboard 
to independence, self-reliance and personal 
fulfilment. People don’t want handouts, they want 
a chance to achieve. 


Labour can’t even find an original line in 
propaganda but then their policy, when they care 
to elaborate it, is really no different from the 
Tories. This should come as no surprise from 
a Party which now doesn’t even pretend to 
defend the working class and blatantly defends 
the interests of capital.* The fact is that state 
welfare provision is being cut throughout all the 
advanced capitalist states. Only in October, for 
instance, unemployed workers demonstrated 
against the “destruction of the welfare state” in 
two hundred German cities. Attacking the most 
vulnerable members of society is not the preserve 
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of the British Tory. Itis part of the general attempt 
by all the capitalist parties to reduce overall 
labour costs and continue the restructuring of 
their economies. 


The proportion of government funds spent on 
social security has remained more or less the 
same during the course of these last three Tory 
administrations - i.e. about a quarter of GDP 
(Gross Domestic Product) or one-third of the 
government's annual spending. If you are 
surprised that this is below the level of most other 
European countries it only goes to show the 
extent of the myth of the good old British welfare 
state. Of course, maintaining the same level of 
spending through a period like the last decade 
was nothing like enough to keep up with the 
massive increase in unemployed, hence the cuts 
in benefit over the years and the diversion of 
funds away from health, education, housing and 
the government's current bére noir, single 
parents. Now pensions are under attack and by 
linking them to retail prices instead of average 
wages it is now estimated they will be worth no 
more than 11% of average earnings by 2010.** 
Yet, according to another report, this time by the 
Rowntree Foundation, it would “only” take a 5% 
increase in the proportion of GDP spent on 
welfare over the next fifty years to maintain 
existing levels of welfare. including pensions. 
The authors, we suspect, are kidding nobody but 
themselves. It would be interesting to see their 
estimates for GDP growth over the next fifty 
years for this is the key to the dilemma facing 
all the advanced capitalist states. At the moment 
the British economy is now officially out of 
recession yet GDP growth in the third quarter 
of 1993 was still below that of 1990. In the longer 
term the prospect for growth rates, not just for 
British capitalism, are equally bleak. Despite 
all the present restructuring, the ruthless shutting 
down of unprofitable industries and the 
introduction of new technology with *slimmed- 
down’ workforces, capitalism has nothing better 
to offer than further long-term depression: a 
drawn-out crisis with permanent .mass 
unemployment and inadequate growth rates. 


UK Economy: GDP average estimated 
growth at factor cost 


fundamental contradiction discovered by Karl 
Marx to be at the heart of the system remains 
unresolved today: This is that as capital 
accumulates and actual profits increase, the rate 
of profit falls. When the rate of profit becomes 
so low that it is difficult for the capitalists to find 
funds to invest the whole system finds itself in 
crisis and the perennial competition between 
capitalists and their states becomes increasingly 
vicious. How often do we hear of the need for 
increased ‘competitiveness’. usually in the 
context of some form of attack on the working 
class? At the same time the financial dealers and 
bankers - the biggest parasites of them all - have 
a field-day as capital searches the globe for more 
profitable investment outlets. 


It is in this context that the government's 
propaganda campaign against the “nanny state™ 
has to be seen. Not only has Michael Portillo 
the job of trying to reduce his government's 
borrowing (the PSBR or Public Sector Borrowing 
Requirement) via direct spending cuts. but the 
government is out to restructure the welfare 
system in the interests of British capital in 
general. A complicated web of factors is 
involved but two are easily discernible. 


The first is linked to the strategy of a pool of 
unemployment to discipline workers. If the 
workers in this pool receive ever-decreasing 
benefits, how much easier to get other workers 
to become even more ‘flexible’ and accept ever- 
worsening working conditions? And if 
employers have to pay out less on sickness and 
unemployment contributions, how much more 
‘competitive’ the British economy? The capitalist 
business press is full of illustrations of the 
comparative costs per hour of individual workers 
in various parts of the world economy. Not long 
ago the Financial Times ran a report on the threat 
from the awakening “Chinese giant”, pointing 
out that German hourly labour costs in 
manufacturing headed the world league at $28.47 
whilst the UK manufacturing worker, 
somewhere around the middle, costs $12.37. A 
Polish worker costs $1.40 whilst the Chinese 
worker’s labour power, not quite at the bottom, 
costs 44 cents. Such is the spur of competition. 
And such is the stuff of imperialism. 

The second obvious factor in the restructuring 
of welfare provision is the hiving off of potentially 


profitable bonanzas 
to the finance 
capitalists, just as with 
the privatisation of 
aspects of modern 
economic infra- 
structure like British 
Telecom or 


electricity. Handing 
over the majority of 


Long run growth rate pensions and 
1.7% (1979-2001) possibily health 
insurance to the 


private sector would 
not only cut the state’s 


“b or ro wi ng 


Source: Cambridge Economic Review 


The Economic Imperative 


Capitalism, the most dynamic system of 
production in history, is facing its third global 
crisis this century. The motive power for 
capitalism’s dynamism is the pursuit of profit. 
No capitalist, whether private or state (as we have 
seen in recent years both in Britain and the old 
USSR) can keep on producing without making 
a profit. Despite all the sophisticated attempts 
by modern capital to solve the problem, the 
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profitable areas of investment on the global 
capital markets. The importance of funds taken 
from workers’ wages for bosses’ investment 
purposes is difficult to over-estimate. To take 
just one example, the Prudential alone handles 
£80bn annually - the equivalent of all the 
government’s social spending put together. 


Back to Basics 


It is a sign of the times that politicians feel they 


can get away with such schemes. Internationally, 
the capitalist class likes to think it has got the 
better of the working class but the fact remains 
that it is the labour power of the working class 
that is the source of all capitalism’s wealth. All 
the advanced technology in the world is worth 
nothing without someone to operate it and 
without the surplus value produced by the 
working class governments and finance 
capitalists would have no funds to cut back on 
or invest. Those who harp on about “traditional 
values” have forgotten that there was once a time 
when governments and bosses openly feared the 
working class. The widespread poverty and pool 
of unemployed which accompanied capitalism’s 
cyclical depressions came to be regarded not so 
much as a useful means of disciplining labour, 
but as fertile soil for revolutionary ideas: 
something to be feared rather than welcomed as 
a “small price to pay” for low inflation. In part 
it was the perceived threat from *below’ which 
led governments to institute welfare measures. 
In part it was the competition between the 
imperialist powers which spurred them on. (The 
horror of the British ruling class when it found 
out the pathetic state of fitness and health of the 
average working class recruit for the Boer War 
is famous.) Lloyd George was inspired by 
Bismarck’s scheme in Germany to introduce 
National Health Insurance in Britain. This was 
keenly supported by the Fabians and eugenicists 
alike (often the same people, many Fabians were 


about - restructuring the welfare system to suit 
the book of the exploiting interests. It’s time for 
the working class to recall some of its own 
traditional values - like to hell with capitalism’s 
welfare crumbs, we'll take the whole bloody 
cake! 


Meanwhile, let’s not be conned into thinking that 
the present welfare system is a great gain for the 
working class. How can it be when unemployment 
benefit is now worth only 77% of what it was 
in 1948; when nearly 8 million households in 
Britain are living below official EC poverty 
levels: when only 3 out of 10 women, who are 
now nearly 50% of the workforce, are entitled 
to pensions in their own right; or when 7 out of 
10 people on benefit are already being means 
tested? The fight against welfare cuts is part of 
the wider fight against wage cuts and the general 
erosion in living standards. It is part of the class 
struggle. It cannot be successful if it is conducted 
via one-day token actions and parliamentary 
pressure campaigns round single issues. What's 
needed is a unified working class determined to 
fight and with a leadership whose political vision 
goes beyond the ‘realism’ of the constraints of 
the capitalist crisis. 


As the fate of the pits ‘reprieved’ after last year’s 
public outcry shows, it is totally unrealistic to 
think that a protest day here or a parliamentary 
lobby there will ‘save’ even the existing services. 


It’s the same the whole world over: 
We have just received the following leaflet from our comrades of Battaglia 


message speaks for itself. 


their exhaustive replies. 


Comunista in Italy. It was distributed in Reggio Emilio on 12th November, The 


We are the “Chinese’’ 


In the last few days the tv. networks and local papers have been speaking at length about something 
which has hit the city: the discovery of dozens of Chinese immigrants forced to work in bestial 
conditions just to be able to survive in a way which is equally inhuman. The scandal, if it can 
be called that, has naturally been followed by questions with the usual pretentious “experts” giving 


Naturally nobody has given a convincing explanation, for the simple reason that these professional 
experts do not recognise (or don’t want to recognise) the principal cause of such barbarism. It 
is not the nastiness or greed of this or that boss which is to blame, but the iron, objective, inexorable 
laws of capital which operate here just as on the other side of this planet where capital alone 


reigns supreme. The Chinese immigrants are only the clearest manifestation of these laws which 
are being felt more fiercely in this epoch of deepseated and worldwide crisis. 


As a result the workers - on whose exploitation the whole system depends - are beginning to 
undergo ever more deadly attacks (and so it will continue) because the bosses only have one 
aim: to turn us all into “Chinese”, completely at the mercy of economic laws. If the labour force 


Geciakas 


in the developed West has too many “unreasonable demands” then the factories will be moved 
to Poland, China, Thailand, where the cost of workers is “reasonable”. It counts for nothing, 
then, that workers are dying off like flies as they did here eighty years ago. Because, like eighty 
years ago, there are no social security measures and, above all, the power of the bosses is total. 
They can get rid of “their” workforce however and whenever they want. 


Meanwhile, in the West, factories are closing down and rampant unemployment is teaching those 
made redundant, youth, etc. that the only way 
brothers; to adapt themselves, if they want to eat, 
and structural insecurity of life for those who have to work, here as anywhere else. In practice, 
the Chinese who were discovered in Reggio being treated worse than beasts are telling us that 
this is essentially our destiny: the destiny of labour in the epoch of the deepest capitalist crisis. 
It’s no good getting indignant or angry. We have to do something and organise to defend ourselves 
and counterattack. And if we are going to respond effectively we have to know our enemy. With 
this in mind the Prometheus Institute is organising a meeting on: The present economic crisis 
as a demonstration of the law of accumulation and the collapse of capitalism. Friday, 12th 


to survive is to bow down like their “Chinese” 
to the uncertainty and increasingly widespread 


The internationalists of Battaglia Comunista 


also eugenicists - i.e. in favour of selective 
breeding and curbing the ‘fertility’ of the working 
class to improve the British ‘racial stock’), all 
of them concerned with the health and fitness 
of British imperialism’s prospective ground 
troops. Similarly, the Beveridge Plan of 1942 
(which formed the basis of the post-1945 welfare 
state) was devised partly to stem any threat of 
revolution and partly to lay the groundwork for 
a skilled and vitalised workforce during the post- 
war reconstruction. Contrary to certain ‘labour 
movement’ myths, the introduction of state 
welfare measures has never had anything to do 
with “stepping to socialism”, as the BSP (British 
Socialist Party) recognised with National Health 
Insurance in 1911: 
The present Government - backed up by their friends 
and cousins the Opposition and ardently supported 
by the official ‘Labour’ Party ... is now engaged in 
engineering measures like the national insurance 
bill aimed at the official regulation of wage slavery, 
the stereotyping by law of the social subjection of all 
non-propertied persons, measures that are doubtless 
in the near future to be fortified by such installations 
of State Capitalism as may suit the book of the 
exploiting interests.[{Quoted in M. Langan and B. 
Schwarz Crises in the British State, 1880-1930 
p.134.] 


This is exactly what the present government is 


A hospital ward reprieved one day only means 
a cut somewhere else the next. The only realistic 
perspective is to change the terms of the struggle: 
to recognise that what’s at stake is all our futures 
and to fight accordingly. At the moment we are 
fighting with our hands tied behind our backs 
by the trades unions and a ball and chain round 
our ankles by the idea that there is no alternative 
to the present system. Yes, it’s time to break with 
the dependency culture - and stop leaving 
decisions to the union officials. We need to quit 
waiting for handouts from above - the official 
strike placard and the prearranged, police- 
chaperoned march. We’ll have to rely on the 
old values of community and self-help - and run 
the struggle ourselves in solidarity with each 
other across all sections of our class. Above all, 
we have to face up to the global political reality: 
the international working class has no political 
organisation to call its own. It’s time to work 
for the only realistic alternative: a revolutionary 
political party to fight for the interests of world 
capitalism’s exploited class. That’s what the 
Communist Workers Organisation is doing. 
What are you doing? ER 


* Sec More Crisis, More Cuts in the last issuc of Workers 
Voice. 

** Sir Gordon Borrie, chairman of the Commission on 
Social Justice, writing in the Guardian, 8.11.93. 
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them realised this and they even voted to 
continue striking until Bosson put his promise 
of no lay-offs into writing. But the bosses are 
already planning their next move. This 
restructuring has been prepared for some time 
as the French ruling class try to follow the 
policies already adopted in Britain, the USA and 
Italy to name but the most prominent. Since 
March Balladur, French Prime Minister , has 
been making the usual calls for “common 
sense”, “making sacrifices”, “saving the national 
wealth”. They can only do so by raising the 
exploitation of French workers and in this attack 
the unions everywhere are the bosses allies. 


Unions 


The strike is now officially over, that is according 
to the union leaderships. Blondel, head of Force 
Ouvriere (FO), is even claiming it as a union 
victory - “The government’s retreat has boosted 
union credibility” - despite the fact that FO only 
have 35% of groundstaff, and they largely 
ignored the union lead. In fact the strike was only 
effective because it refused to stick to union 
directives. If they had the workers at Air France 
would have lost. Not lost on the bourgeoisie has 
been the dangers of workers acting outside of 
the union-management relationship. In its 
analysis of the Air France strike the Financial 
Times concluded that 


The decline of trade union power in Europe appears 
to be no guarantee of harmony and may, indeed, 
have the opposite effect. France, the centre of recent 
disruption, has the lowest level of unionisation among 
countries in the Organisation for Economic 


Cooperation and Development. 


Unionisation is higher in the French public sector 
than in the private sector but the weak hold that 
union leaders have over the rank and file, even in the 
public sector, prevented an early conclusion of the 
dispute at Air France. 


Financial Times 1.11.93 


We could hardly have put it better ourselves. The 
role of the unions would have been to turn this 
struggle for a living into a mere trade “dispute” 
and negotiate away most of the jobs before 
turning round and claiming victory. This is 
precisely what has happened in Britain and is 
happening elsewhere. The French ruling class 
now appear to have learned their lesson. 
Unfortunately for them only 8-9% of French 
workers are unionised, mainly in the public 
sector. 


Giraud, Labour Minister in the French Tory 
government now claims that “we need strong 
trade unions.” With stronger unions the task of 
the French government to persuade workers to 
accept new levels of exploitation would be so 
much easier. 


October 12th saw a CGT-FO day of action 
involving strikes by France Telecom, transport 
and other workers. November 18th is likely to 
see CFDT join another day of action, focussing 
on rising unemployment (11.8%), the threatened 
wage freeze (although civil servants have been 
given 5%), cuts in health spending and higher 
taxes. Such moves are simply attempts to regain 
control of workers who are largely ignoring the 
unions often for the ‘coordinations’ now well 
represented on works councils and uniting a 
wide variety of workers. Such rank and file 
coordinations may themselves ossify and become 
part of the apparatus of class conciliation but in 
so far as they represent ad hoc attempts to unite 
workers in struggle they point the initial way 
forward for the working class in fighting back 
against the latest attempts of capitalism to make 
the working class pay for the crisis. Certainly 
the struggles in France have created a fear 
amongst the bourgeoisie not seen for many 
years. Here is the Financial Times again, 


Workers across Europe appear to have taken strength 
Srom the spectacular victory of Air France employees 
in forcing a government climbdown last week over 
cost-cutting plans for the troubled airline. In 


Germany, Belgium, Italy, Spain and France, 
employers are facing increasing militancy as they 
demand job cuts and flexibility in an attempt to 
prune costs ... the wave of protests reveals potentially 
ominous developments for industrial peace in 
Europe. 


This is not the premature overoptimism of the 
revolutionary but the hardheaded appraisal of 
the ruling class in Britain’s main source of 
intelligence on the economic front. Lets look 
at these potential struggles. 


Spain 


There is no objective reason why what is 
happening in France and Italy will not happen 
here. - Spanish employers. 

The climbdown over Air France is the worst 
possible news for us because we have to do 
everything the French government should be 
doing and more. - Barcelona industrialist. 


Steelworkers, 70,000 strong, of the state-owned 
INI company are angry at the deferral of the pay 
agreement reached in June. Bosses are waiting 
to hear the outcome of the social pact talks 
between unions and government. Strikes have 
been threatened at CSI (steel) and CASA 
(aerospace). Unrest is rife at SEAT, the VW 
subsidiary, as VW hits problems. A 4 hour strike 
has already taken place. One plant is sure to go, 
along with 9000 jobs. 


The government has threatened to impose wage 
restraint and new labour laws if agreement is not 
reached with the unions. 


Germany 


1G-Metall, the largest union, has threatened 
open conflict in the New Year if the engineering 
bosses carry out their threat of abandoning 
current pay and holiday contracts. At the end of 
October 120,000 building workers protested at 
government plans to scrap winter lay-off 
payments. Miners, steelworkers, power workers 
have all protested at measures taken by bosses, 
protests which have involved nearly 100,000 
workers. Two hundred towns and cities saw the 
unemployed demonstrate against the destruction 
of the welfare state. 


VW have offered a choice to its workers, either 
a4 day week and so a 20% cut in pay , or a30% 
cut in the workforce. Dasa (aerospace) is to cut 
16,000 jobs, closing two plants. 50,000 jobs are 
to go in the machine tool sector. Mercedes is set 
to lose 36,000 jobs over 3 years. 


German capital once thought to be invulnerable, 
is shivering in the cold. The government has to 
cut public and welfare spending to balance the 
books after the disastrous expenses of unification. 
Manufacturing is also finding that its labour 
costs and other overheads are pricing German 
goods out of the market. Even France and Italy 
have made some headway out of this situation. 


Belgium 


Huge public debt, at 140% GDP, has forced the 
Belgian government to propose swingeing 
measures. The socialist union federation was led 
to protest at the proposals - a3 year wage freeze, 
cuts in social security, health and child benefits, 
with new income and property taxes to come. 


The traditional labour movement throughout 
Europe appears to be running scared. None more 
so than here in Britain where the AUEE did all 
it could to divert the Timex dispute. As in the 
postal dispute, where management have been 
imposing site by site changes in shifts and other 
working practices and the union has firmly 
controlled all industrial action, although it is now 
being criticised for this by its own rank-and-file. 
Neither bosses, government nor unions are 
prepared to see the growth of any new worker 
militancy. They prefer to cooperate in the 
gradual imposition of harsher conditions, poorer 
wage rates and smaller workforces. 


Crotone: 
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A Bad Start, a 
orse End 


In our last issue we printed a brief item on 
the occupation of an Enichem (italian State 
Chemical Co.) factory in Crotone in Calabria 
(the most southernly province of mainland 
Italy). Despite its ferocity and the 
involvement of the whole town Crotone 
was completely isolated. It was doubly 
tinged. Not only by the Carabinieri and the 
Army but also by the unions and by the 
parties of the capitalist left. The Crotone 
workers, like the Timex workers in Dundee 
“stirred the conscience of the nation” but 
got little concrete support. Our comrades 
in the Internationalist Communist Party 
reported all this and analysed it in Battaglia 
Comunista 9 (September 1993). The 
following article is the final obituary for 
Crotone and was translated from Battaglia 
Comunista 10 (October 1993) 


After a very animated and bad-tempered 
assembly, 85% of the Enichem workers in 
Crotone have approved the agreement reached 
in Rome by their union representatives and the 
government. But the agreement leaves things 
much as they were when the workers first 
mobilised. The number placed on the cassa 
integrazione ‘has been reduced from 333 to 130 
and Enichem is expected to make up the difference 
between the cassa integrazione and wages, The 
most important matter however remains 
untouched: the factory’s closure and the 
employee’s future. The deal envisages the plant 
being gradually shut because of its lack of 
productivity and so all the employees run the 
risk, just as before the occupation, of being left 
at home without work. The governmenthas 
given Enichem (the recently privatised chemical 
firm) the task of starting a consortium to identify 
and create alternative activities which have been 
given no clearer definition than this, that they 
should not be based on financial assistance. We 
are obviously being told a tall tale on a lunar scale: 
either the workers remain out of work, or the new 
activities will have to be set up with financial 
assistance and in some way linked to theusual 
or some special state intervention. 


Beyond Sectionalism 


Where organisations such as the SWP, and the 
rest of the Trotskyist swamp, put forward such 
things as lobbies of the TUC and demonstrations 
in support of the NHS, they fulfil their role as 
the vocally radical wing of social democracy. 
The likes of them and the trades unions throughout 
Europe are fighting their own battles. These are 
less about defending the working class and more 
about gaining a more powerful position in the 
management of the system of exploitation. They 
are the dying embers of the old capitalist idea 
of a workers’ movement. We look to those 
workers who, by adopting ad hoc strike 
committees, by controlling struggles through 
open mass meetings and creating various types 
of coordinated organs, hold the key to something 
new. 


Once workers realise there is nothing to be 
gained fighting sector by sector, workplace by 
workplace, then we may see the beginnings of 
a new type of organisation. Such organisation 
will also imply a political move beyond the 
existing labour movements and open up the 
potential for revolutionary ideas to develop real 
roots inside the working class as a whole. 
Without any clearer political perspective, and 
in the absence of a significant generalisation, the 
danger is that any new organisations will ossify 
(as many coordinations and base committees 
already have done) and thus replace the unions 
in the apparatus of class conciliation. The further 
extension of these anti-capitalist nuclei is thus 
crucially dependent on the existence of an 
organised internationalist communist minority. 

Clastre/Jock 


It is even more difficult to understood what these 
new, unsubsidised productive activities, which 
are being discussed left, right and centre, can be, 
as they are to be set up with a few billion lire (£10 
million or so), which would at most be enough 
to set up a couple of third-rate restaurants and 
a few bars like those in the capitalist periphery, 
seeing that the economic crisis has hit even the 
most advanced sectors of world capitalism. On 
the other hand, if the solution could be so easily 
reached, then it is even less understandable why 
they let the roof go up in Crotone. An agreement 
on these terms could have been reached earlier 
with the advantage of avoiding the payment of 
overtime to the police and carbinieri who have 
been garrisoned on the town throughout the 
factory occupation. In reality, they let the roof 
go up because they are no solutions apart 
from state intervention as long as the 
present relations of production, and the 
crisis that has its origin within them, 
remain. 


The events of Crotone are for this reason truly 
symbolic as they show extremely clearly the 
political abyss in which the working class finds 
itself in its confrontation with one of the harshest 
attacks that its class adversary has launched 
against it. 


In a situation in which it seems ever clearer that 
unemployment has become a permanent 
structural feature and that the state has become 
unable to even offer the appearance of a solution 
to it, apart from repression, the workers have 
moved according to a form of struggle that is 
objectively backward both in its methods and 
its content. 


Is there any point in locking yourself into a 
factory, which the boss wants to close, and 
demanding that it be kept alive, if you 
simultaneously accept the criteria that measure 
utility and productivity according to the profit 
that devolves from the activity to capital? On 
this basis you canit but lose from the start, both 
from the point of view of the method of struggle 
and the content. To shut yourself up in the factory 
automatically means isolating yourself, and at 
Crotone the isolation was total. The only 
spokesmen the workers had were in fact their 
enemies: the unions, the traditional parties with 
the PDS (Party of the Democratic Left or ex- 
Italian Communist Party) at their head, the 
Church, government representatives and 
bourgeois journalists. Acting on their own 
narrow petty bourgeois interests, these initiated 
an undignified game in which the workers were 
reduced to the role of pathetic extras and sacrificial 
victims. The PDS distinguished itself for 
falsehood and duplicity. In Crotone, through 
their mayor who needed votes for the next 
electoral campaign, they lined up hard and 
strong for the workers; but on the national level 
they continued to defend the government and 
the argument that “unproductive” factories 
should be closed as if this was a question for the 
workers and the issue was not one of survival, 
since, without wages, as is well-known, you 
donit eat. The other traditional political forces 
and the Church edged themselves into the 
situation with obviously propagandistic aims. 
They played a clever game against the Lega (del 
Nord or Northern League) which, through their 
leader, Ugo Bossi, let off fusillades against any 
solution “at the expense of the North”. They 
could then claim that the old forces were better 
than the new, as if the“new” had suddenly 
appeared from outer space. 


It was obviously necessary to fight outside the 
factory and put at the centre of the debate the 
question of a dignified life in relation to the 
degree of development of society’s productive 
forces. Who benefits from the opening and 
shutting of factories, restructuring them and 
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Seventy-five Years since the German November Revolution 


The River of Blood that Separates 
Social Democracy from the 
Revolutionary Working Class 


Seventy-five years ago this month the German 
working class launched a revolution which was 
in every way a conscious copy of what the 
Russian workers had done a year earlier. Sick 
and tired of a war which had brought nothing 
but death and starvation the German working 
class began to seize power. Workers councils 
taking the Russian name “soviets” were set up 
all over Germany in early November 1918. 
Sailors refusing to sail suicidally against the 
British Fleet had sparked off the revolution in 
Kiel. News of this mutiny soon spread to 
Hamburg and Bremen and within days more 
than a hundred workers councils had appeared 
across Germany. 

When the council movement reached Berlin the 
Prussian ruling class realised that the game was 
up. They had already realised that the war was 
lost but had hoped that a peace could be negotiated 
which would leave the Kaiser (or emperor) and 
the Prussian landowners who ran the Army 
General Staff in power. All however was not 
yet lost. The Chancellor (i.e. Prime Minister) 
Prince Max of Baden realised that there was one 
force in German society which could save the 
German capitalist class in all its reactionary 
faces. This was the Social Democratic Party. 


The Antecedents of German Social 
Democracy 


Marx had many times criticised the 
unrevolutionary nature of German Social 
Democracy from its founding in 1875 onwards. 
In his long-suppressed Critique of the Gotha 
Programme he had denounced the bourgeois 
democratic aims of Social Democracy as a sell- 
out to the reactionary ideas of George Lassalle. 
But the Social Democratic Parties also contained 
many genuine revolutionaries like 
Rosa Luxemburg and her followers. 
This convinced many that despite the 
dominance of the right-wing through 
its control of the trades unions and the 
reformist centre through its control of 
the party press the basic marxist 
inheritance of the SPD would make 
it follow a revolutionary path when 
the situation demanded it. 


Such wishful thinking was rudely 
dispelled by the outbreak of the first 
world imperialist war in 1914. The 
guardians of German imperialism did 
not dare take the war path without 
ensuring the neutrality of the German 
working class. For this the then 
Chancellor, Bethmann-Hollweg 
turned to the SPD. After a meeting 
with him on July 29th 1914 the SPD 
leader Siidekum wrote to Bethmann- 
Hollweg that he had discussed the 
attitude of Social Democracy in the 
coming war with the main SPD leaders, Ebert, 
Braun, Miiller, Bartels and Fischer and they 
confirmed the assurance which he had already 
verbally given the Chancellor, 


That - because of the wish to serve the cause of peace 
- no action whatsoever (general strike or partial 
strike, sabotage or anything similar) was planned or 
need be feared. 


In other words the SPD intended to renege on 
all the declarations made at Basle and Stuttgart 
Congresses of the Second International that they 
would oppose wars planned by their own 
governments. The German General Staff now 
had the go-ahead to launch their attack on France 
and thus create a world war. And when the time 


came the German SPD Parliamentary majority 
did not let the militarists down by opposing war 
credits. It is not surprising that Prince Max of 
Baden could call upon the same SPD in 1918 
to once again save the German ruling class. 


Bloodhounds of the Revolution 


Even before Prince Max resigned and passed the 
Chancellorship on to the SPD leader, Ebert, the 
SPD had been busy trying to snuff out the spirit 
of proletarian revolution. Initially the weapons 
they used were trickery and deceit. Gustav 
Noske - who had volunteered for the job of 
“bloodhound” - had gone to Kiel and persuaded 
the sailors who had mutinied that the SDP’s idea 
of a republic was really what the working class 
wanted. Prince Max handed over to Ebert simply 
asking that the SPD “do in the country as a whole 
what Noske had already done in Kiel”. 


Ebert’s trick was to create a provisional 
government of six “Peoples Commissars”. The 
use of the term “peoples’ commissars”, borrowed 
from the Russian Revolution illustrates the 
sophistication of the German ruling class who 
quickly grasped the value of using revolutionary 
phraseology for counter-revolutionary ends. 
Ebert now invited both the Independent Socialists’ 
(USPD) who had been the former centre of the 
SPD before the war as well as Rosa Luxemburg’s 
Spartakists to join the government. The latter, 
clearly seeing it as a manoeuvre, refused but the 
USPD did join and the SPD were thus able to 
present themselves as a revolutionary force. The 
proclamation of a republic by Ebert’s colleague 
Scheidemann on November 9th helped to 
convince the working class that real change was 
on the way. Ebert had reluctantly asked the 
Kaiser to resign in order “to prevent the masses 
from going over to the revolutionary camp and 


The Hohenzollern Renaissance by George Grosz. 
The photomontage of the SPD and USPD leaders 
over the bodies of the Imperia | Family symbolises 
the way the Socialists saved the German ruling class. 


thus prevent revolution itself”.1 Nevertheless 
he had been furious with Scheidemann for 
announcing the German Republic since he 
hoped to find another German monarch. As it 
turned out this was a timely move since to have 
done otherwise would have been to open a space 
to Karl Liebknecht and the Spartakists who had 
proclaimed a “socialist republic” only a short 
space away and a few minutes afterwards. 


The SPD party machine now began its 


manoeuvres. Bogus workers councils were 
created packed with SPD members to increase 
SPD delegates to the Circus Busch meeting 
which was to vote on the existence of the 
“Peoples’ Commissars”. Soldiers were drafted 
in to pack the hall nearest to the rostrum. They 
were told that any opposition would split the 
“revolution”. The shameless hypocrisy of the 
SPD led them to propose that Germany was now 
a socialist republic, that “all power lies with the 
workers’ and soldiers’ councils” and they even 
offered “Brotherly greetings to the Russian 
workers’ and soldiers’ government” (whose 
representative was to be expelled within days!). 
When Liebknecht rose to warn delegates that 
this was a charade he was constantly interrupted 
by the soldiers delegates waving their guns at 
him. His plea that the Social Democrats “are 
going along with the revolution today, but were 
its enemies the day before yesterday. The 
counter-revolution is already underway. It is 
already in action. It is already among us.”2 went 
unheeded. 


The SPD stranglehold on the revolution was 
maintained. The result was that despite all the 
heroism of the workers, and many of the soldiers 
and the sailors, the lack of political experience 
of many who had never been on strike, let alone 
fought a battle for political clarity, allowed the 
party apparatus of the the SPD to take the 
initiative. Their previous claim to be a workers’ 
party enabled them to maintain the deception 
that they stood behind the revolution but in 
reality they were already aiming at preserving 
Germany’s existing social and political order. 
The SPD was not by this time a workers’ party 
that had become short-sighted or simply 
reformist, as the SWP’s Chris Harman implies 
in his book The Lost Revolution. It was a capitalist 
party which stood above everything for the 
nation and the preservation of the 
existing social order. It was not 
surprising that it soon entered into a 
secret deal with the Army High 
Command. 


The main link in this alliance was 
Ebert’s deals with the General 
Groener. This started with the famous 
telephone conversation of November 
10th 1918. Groener described his 
thinking thus 


The duty of the army command was now 
to lead the rest of the army speedily and in 
orderly fashion, and above all sound in 
mind and body, back into the homeland... 
That Hindenburg stayed at his post and 
took over supreme command of the entire 
army, indeed that this command was 
bestowed upon him by the Kaiser, 
facilitated the transition. 


The officer corps could, however, only cooperate 
with a government which took up the fight against 
radicalism and Bolshevism. Ebert accepted this but 
was in grave danger of losing control and close to 
being overrun by the Independents (USPD) and the 
Liebknecht group (i.e. the Spartakists). ... I 
telephoned the Reich Chancellery and told Ebert 
that the army put itself at the disposal of the 
government... The officer corps expected the 
government to fight against Bolshevism and was 
ready for the struggle. Ebert accepted my offer of 
alliance. 


At first, of course, we had to make concessions, for 
developments in the army and in the homeland had 
taken such a turn as to make the vigorous issuing of 
commands by the high command impossible for the 


time being. The task was to contain and render 
harmless the revolutionary movement. 


Wilhelm Groener Lebenserinnerungen quoted 
in J.C.G.Réhl From Bismarck to Hitler London 
1970 pp.87-8 


Groener was not to be disappointed. With this 
perspective he had persuaded the Kaiser to 
abdicate. And on the other side the SPD’s 
alliance with the military was not a desperate 
act of weak movement. It was a conscious choice 
of Social Democracy for capitalism and its social 
order. It was entirely consistent with the support 
of German Social Democracy for imperialism 
in 1914. But it was not the only act undertaken 
by Ebert and his cronies to shore up the old order. 
On November 25th Ebert explained why they 
had retained the monarchy’s civil service 


We had to make sure once we had taken over political 
power that the Reich machine did not break down... 
We therefore urgently appealed to all Reich officials 
to continue to exercise their duty until further notice. 
Only in that way was it possible to avoid collapse and 
surmount the difficulties. 


quoted in Ritter and Miller op.cit. p.320f. 


Thus the Kaiser and the other German princes 
went but their states survived. This meant that 
the bureaucracies, the Army, the police and the 
judges all remained at their post. They didn’t 
even resort to the sop of nationalising industry 
and big business remained in almost total control 
of the press. The SPD saved the German ruling 
class by joining it. The counter-revolutionary 
success of the SPD was not simply a question 
of bad leaders. This is another theme dear to 
present-day Trotskyists. The problem was one 
of class consciousness. The working class in 
Germany and elsewhere in Western Europe had 
been accustomed to follow the instructions and 
directives of the German Social Democratic 
leadership. In the course of the war the party 
had split but the majority of the splitters followed 
the so-called “Independents” in the USPD. They 
still clung to the idea that capitalism could be 
reformed out of existence. For them the war was 
a regrettable interruption of the steady march of 
progress towards some future “socialism” (i.e. 
a big brother nationalised state with some 
elements of welfare and workers control). They 
did not understand that war is an attack of a 
bankrupt capitalism on the working class in 
order to head off social convulsions. They did 
not see, as Lenin did, that imperialist war and 
class war are intimately connected. As a result 
the USPD simply became a prisoner of the SPD 
and was eventually to split with many returning 
to the SPD fold. 


Further left the Spartakists led by Rosa 
Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht did have a 
revolutionary programme. But they were 
hampered until November 1918 of having to 
operate in semi-legality. Luxemburg spent 
much of the war in prison. However they also 
failed to separate clearly from Social Democracy. 
Luxemburg’s attitude, even as late as 1916 was 
“better the worst working class party than none 
at all”. This was to become for her a fatal error 
because, even when the November Revolution 
gave the Spartakists freedom of action, they did 
so as a fringe group within the USPD. The 
German workers in November 1918 had only 
a weak and hesitant nucleus to rally round once 
they themselves had taken the revolutionary 
road. Thus the workers councils which had 
sprung up spontaneously lacked the preparation 
and the consciousness to see through the 
manoeuvres of the SPD. 


Continued on page opposite 


War is 


still on 


Capitalism ’s Agenda 


Even before the USSR’s final implosion in 
August 1991 there was much talk about the 
benefits of a so-called “peace dividend”. None 
of this came from ourselves in the internationalist 
communist camp. We saw that the end of the 
Cold War would create an even more dangerous 
situation given that the discipline of the super- 
powers would have to relax. Not only did we 
see the collapse of the USSR as leading to the 
kind of conflict we have seen in Georgia (South 
Ossetia, Abkhazia and the civil war between the 
followers of Schevardnadze and Gamsakhurdia), 
between Armenia and Azerbaijan, and in 
Tadzhikistan but we also saw that these would 
be only the start of more general instability.1 The 
collapse of the USSR has not meant the end of 
Russian imperialist interests. The Red Army has 
played a major role, either though benevolent 
neutrality or in aid to one side or another in the 
various wars on its borders. And with the 
Ukraine refusing to give up nuclear warheads 
until the West offers it the same kind of economic 
aid as Russia thecapacity for potential disaster 
is incalculable. 


However today this is a banal enough “analysis” 
suitably endorsed by every capitalist 
commentator. What we also said is that the 
framework for the collapse was the nature of the 
world capitalist crisis. 


The Economic Crisis 


Objectively capitalism as a global system is in 
a hell-hole of its own making. It now has an 
economic crisis which has refused to go away 
for twenty years. Despite all its ups and downs 
capitalism has not been able to break out of the 
cycle of stagnation inaugurated by the 
devaluation of the US dollar at the start of the 
Seventies. Indeed the crisis of the end of this 
cycle of accumulation is deepening daily. Soaring 
budget deficits which can only be controlled by 
real cuts in welfare payments. These are 
demanded by the ruling class because the welfare 
systems were not designed to cope with a 
supposedly advanced capitalist society where 
nearly twenty-five per cent of the population are 
living at or below basic subsistence levels. 
Rising crime, urban decay, racism and drug 
addiction are not the products of a collapse in 
moral values as the reactionary right maintain 
but have been created by capitalist economic 
collapse. For the less affluent of the working 
class barbarism is already here. But we in the 
heartlands of capitalism have seen nothing yet. 
The increase in previously eradicated diseases 
like malaria, smallpox, cholera, diptheria, and 
typhoid across the planet from Valparaiso to 
Vladivostok, the threat of starvation for 20 


Continued from opposite page 


In December 1918, at the very first National 
Congress of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Councils 
the SPD/USPD majority voted the councils out 
of existence and their replacement by 
parliamentary elections. This was in total 
agreement with the Groener-Ebert alliance which 
had demanded parliamentary elections in 
December. It did not however mean that 
revolutionary enthusiasm had been exhausted. 
Many workers were now beginning to realise 
that the election of “Peoples Commissars” did 
not mean a workers government. This was 
especially confirmed when reactionary soldiers 
were allowed to murder revolutionary workers 
on the streets of Berlin without opposition. 
However the SPD had bought the German 
bourgeoisie time and a vital breathing space. To 
begin with Groener had hoped that he could use 
the returning army to crush the revolutionary 
workers. However once they were back in 
Germany these forces simply melted away. 
Thus a new counter-revolutionary force was 
prepared. On December 22nd the SPD agreed 
that General von Maercher should organise the 


millions in Africa and the murderous activities 
of the death-squads of Latin America who have 
now turned their guns on street-children all make 
the today’s reality as gross as the worst nightmare 
of some medieval painter trying to conjure up 
an image of hell. 


But that picture of hell will only get worse. The 
previous two cycles of capitalist accumulation 
ended in global war. The capitalist have no other 
“solution” to the lack of profitability. Of course 
the ruling class of each state doesn’t consciously 
plan for war in a direct sense. However the nature 
of capitalist rivalries makes it an ever-present 
possibility. And we should remember that it was 
militarism which brought about not only the 
collapse of the USSR but the present budget 
crisis in the USA. The end of the Cold War has 
turned out to be a Pyrrhic victory for the USA. 
Today a third world war is not on the immediate 
agenda but the preparations are already 
underway. 


Trade Wars before Shooting Wars 


Already nationalist rivalry is being whipped up. 
Not only in the open toleration of racist groups 
by the likes of the German politicians of both 
main parties but also in the propaganda 
surrounding the current stalled negotiations 
over the Uruguay Round of the GATT Treaty. 
According to the US the French and the Japanese 
are the major foes. In the current debate On the 
NAFTA (North American Free Trade Area) 
agreement the pro-NAFTA lobby are using the 
argument that “the Japanese are against it” to 
play on nationalist sentiment. In France the USA 
is portrayed as hypocritical because it has a very 
selective idea of what constitutes fair trade 
against France’s national farming interests. The 
USA this month refused to sign that part of GATT 
which would stop them taxing foreign companies 
unfairly. An amazing step for a country which 
has carried on economic and military warfare 
against any state which endangered the profits 
of US multinationals. All this underlines that 
whilst GATT may eventually be signed it will 
probably not be worth a great deal. Under the 
current round the number of dumping complaints 
taken to GATT has increased dramatically. The 
crisis is following past trends. As profitability 
sinks companies cut investment thus cutting 
markets for producer goods. Consumer credit 
booms of short duration cannot compensate for 
this. As the real market stagnates (and as 
stagnation is followed by shrinking) the 
desperation of each state promises more rather 
than less trade wars. And trade wars have always 
ended up causing shooting wars. 


so-called Frei Korps. Consisting of ex-officers 
and members of the elite Storm Troops they were 
now formed into highly paid white guard to crush 
the workers. When he saw these monarchist 
troops Gustav Noske, the right-wing SPD leader 
is reported to have turned to Ebert 


Just be calm. Everything is going to be all right 
again.3 


Just what “all right” meant for the working class 
in Germany and what the consequences of this 
formation were we shall deal with in the second 
part of this article in our next issue. 

Jock 


1. According to the testimony of Colonel Hans Von 
Haeften who was present at the meeting between Ebert 
and General Groener on November 6th, 1918. (in 
G.A.Riticr and S. Miller Die Deutsche Revolution 
Frankfurt 1968 pp SOff). 


2. Quoted in C. Harman The Lost Revolution (Bookmarks 
1982) p.49 


3. op.cil. p.62 


Arms and the System 


Eternal optimists may argue that arms spending 
is down in real terms and that less weapons are 
being sold to the so-called “Third World”. This 
is true. According to the latest figures sales of 
weapons to the “third world” from the Russia, 
the USA, China, France Germany and the UK 
have halved in the last five years. In 1988 
$40,034,000,000 were sold by the big six 
compared with $18,405,000,000 in 1992. But 
Russia has accounted for almost half of this drop 
(about $8,500,000,000) and smaller arms 
industries such as those in the Czech Republic 
have retumed to arms production to partially fill 
this gap. 


Furthermore the military should have been the 
major victim of any peace dividend following 
the collapse of the USSR. But this has hardly 
counted. The US has cut back some of its military 
spending but not by the amount which the present 
situation would warrant. The plans for 
restructuring the US armed forces under Clinton 
have been almost identical to that of Bush. In 
Britain, where the budget deficit will be £50 
billions this years the Government intends only 
to cut £1.5 billions from a £23.5 billions defence 
budget.2 The justification for all this is that the 
new situation is uncertain therefore no country 
can afford to weaken its defence strategy. 
So just as the existence of the “USSR’s 
evil empire” justified massive defence 
spending before 1991, its non-existence 
is today used to justify a similar amount 
of military spending! The truth of the 
situation is that under imperialism the 
idea of “defence of the national interests” 
is more than mere defence of the national 
territory. This is why a Saddam Hussein 
cannot be tolerated to threaten oil supplies 
or create a regional mini-power which 
would weaken the West in the global 
chess game required to control the world’s 
trade routes. The present debates in the 
USA are thus not, like those of the early 
1920s, about how the US can retreat from 
its role as world policeman, but how best 
(and most cheaply) it can exercise that 
role. 


US Imperialism in Confusion 


This has produced much public agonising 
in the ruling class and the precise outline 
of US foreign policy for the next decade 
has not yet emerged. As The Guardian 
stated on October 21st 


United States foreign policy is in disarray. 


Apart from its victory in the Middle East, 
the US Government has faced a series of 
setbacks in recent months. Its humiliation 
at the hands of a tin pot warlord like 
Aideed in Somalia was followed up by 
the failure to reinstate Aristide as President 
of Haiti. The North Korean regime of Kim 
Il Sung continues to thumb its nose at UN 
and US attempts to stop it acquiring 
nuclear weapons. Added to this are the 
frustrations with both the UN and its 
erstwhile NATO allies. The EC countries 
have failed to resolve the wars in ex- 
Yugoslavia because each one is playing 
its own game. Germany made its most 
determined move since 1945 by 
recognising Slovenia and Croatia 
unilaterally and forcing the EC to follow. 
This sparked off the attempt of Izetbegavic 
to follow the same course in Bosnia. Since 
then the US has swung behind Izetbegovic 
and encouraged The Bosnian 
Government to reject all the peace plans 
proposed by Owen. All this takes ensures 
that the conflict goes on and the suffering 
of millions increase. What we are 
witnessing in Bosnia is the incipient 
breakdown of the Western alliance.3 


In all this confusion the only attempt to 
articulate a coherent US policy has come 
from the National Security adviser, Tony 
Lake. In a speech at John Hopkins 
University in September he argued that 
the US has fought to contain communism 
for 40 years. Now the task is to enlarge 
the number of countries which pursue 
democracy and the free market and which 
are integrated into the world market. US 
intervention remains justified in actively 
promoting these “ideals”. However he 
concluded that the main task above all, 
whether through multilateral action 
through the UN or unilateral action, was 
to defend the primordial interests of the 
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USA. Which is perhaps why the US continues 
to actively support non-democratic regimes 
throughout South America. It is also why the 
GATT wrangling is being accompanied by the 
sort of xenophobic propaganda that has been 
more restrained in the past. Even the UN (which 
basically dances to the US tune) and the British 
Government have come in for some ill-tempered 
criticism from the Secretary of State, Warren 
Christopher. Whilst Christopher is being 
currently portrayed as clueless his weakness is 
a symptom of the situation of the US. The Yalta 
Agreement of 1943 ensured that no power with 
any military capacity had a vested interest in 
destroying the international status quo. Today 
that is no longer valid and the capitalist crisis 
is increasing the tension and the squabbling. 
Once the new alignment of powers is sorted out 
world war will once again be on the agenda. It 
is the only future capitalism offers. Only the 
international working class can pose an 
alternative. J 


1. See, for example Workers’ Voice 49 (Dec 
1989). 

2. All figures from the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute’s 1993 Yearbook 
(Oxford University Press). 

3. See Workers’ Voice 58, 64 and 68. 
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Leftism + Black Separatist Agenda 
= Grant's Repatriation Poison 


During the autumn the Labour M.P., Bernie 
Grant echoed his fellow M.P. Winston 
Churchill's calls for the British state to facilitate 
the repatriation of black people to their "countries 
of origin". This demand for the British state to 
provide funds for repatriation has caused more 
than a hint of upset amongst Grant's friends in 
the left of the political apparatus. In order to 
understand why a hero of the leftists (Grant was 
the chosen candidate of many on the left for the 
Deputy Leadership of the Labour Party) can 
come out with such a position it is important to 
trace the origins of the demand back to the other 
calls for the forces of democracy to take action 
against racism and_ fascism. 


The left - relaunching their carnivals 


The left has been busy during the summer with 
their various anti-racist and anti-fascist 
carnivals. Boosted by the freak electoral victory 
of the fascist BNP in a council by-election, the 
competing leftist factions have each tried to 
stitch together their own alliance to defend 
“progressive” capitalist democracy against 
“reactionary” capitalist fascism. There is every 
sign that the left will be playing their anti-fascist, 
anti-racist card well into 1994 and possibly 
beyond. For the foreseeable future the leftists 
will be vying with each other to wheel out anti- 
fascist representatives of democratic capitalism 
while the system's insoluble crisis continues to 
breed the conditions in which racist violence, 
whether by the democratic state or the fascist 
thugs, will continue to flourish. 


Anti-fascist fronts - Defending capitalist 
democracy 


When confronted with Communist arguments 
against the various pro-democratic fronts the 
Trotskyists wheel out their arguments for a 
United Front (always at pains to distance 
themselves from the Stalinist Popular front). 
Those remnants of Stalinism who have not yet 
renounced their own history in favour of “New 
Times” post-Fordist non-class claptrap, on the 
other hand call for the regeneration of Democratic 
Popular Frontism a la 1930s (always at pains 
to distance themselves from the “ultra-left” 
Trotskyist United Front version). In the real 
world the underlying politics of the (SWP- 
inspired) Anti-Nazi League, the (Militant- 
dominated) YRE, and the Anti Racist Alliance 
(backed by a broader section of left capitalist 
forces) are indistinguishable. Each seeks to 
present their own platform of respectable figures 
from the left of the capitalist apparatus (Trade 
Union leaders, Labour, Liberal, Green, Welsh 
or Scottish Nationalist politicians, Black 
organisations - the ARA’s speciality or survivors 
from the fascist death camps - a favourite of the 
ANL) to prove their claim to hold the best 
interpretation of Anti-fascist frontism. Each 
will point to the horrors of Fascism compared 
to the joys of Democracy - none will admit that 
Communism is the only alternative to decadent 
capitalism and its filthy social and political 
manifestations. The various alliances will shift 
and change in response to the manoeuvres of 
the various cliques. The link between the ANL 
and the YRE which produced the October 16th 
demonstration is likely to split apart as their 
respective Trotskyist backers try to boost their 
own forces. The ARA may well decide that they 
need to be more active than marching through 
the centre of London providing a platform for 
the traditional TUC and Labour charlatans. 


The Anti-Fascist/Anti-racist fronts - 
Mainstream and Mutations 


It is easy to pick out the common strands which 
unite the various groups in the Anti-fascist 


menagerie. They each emphasise their all- 
inclusiveness, welcoming support from 
anywhere in the spectrum of capitalist politics. 
Whilst some of the more ideological elements 
formally recognise capitalism’s inability to 
satisfy basic needs none of them will draw the 
necessary links between the critical relationship 
between capitalist crisis and the upsurge in 
racist attacks. Fundamentally, as we have 
already written, they will refuse to fight racism 
and fascism by raising the banner of world 
communism. The inclusion of formal positions 
arguing for proletarian revolution in the 
programmes of some of the Trotskyist and 
Stalinist groups in no way contradicts this 
practice. On the contrary, their adherence to 
anti-fascist frontism underlines the correctness 
of classifying such forces as being part of the 
capitalism’s left-wing despite the terminology 
which lingers in the platforms for historical 
reasons. There are other elements in the camp 
of anti-fascism who have their own peculiarities 
. For example groups such as Red Action and 
some of the Anarchist groupings emphasise 
physical force rather than appeals to the state. 
They will continue to act as a semi-independent 
force clinging onto the coat-tails of the bigger 
organisations of the left. Grant provides a 
different variation on the anti-fascist theme by 
absorbing one of the racists’ principle demands 
into his anti-racist, anti-fascist programme. 


Democracy, fascism and the state 


As they struggle to make sure that the fight 
against fascism, rather than a fight against 
capitalism, is high on the agenda the leftists 
choose to seek alliances with the racist capitalist 
state against the incomparably less powerful 
fascist forces. Even when, as on October 16th, 
the cops split open the heads of their supporters 
the leading lights of the Anti-fascist forces can 
only pour out their hearts in letters to the 
Guardian to plead that the state should play fair 
by allowing the left to march along agreed 
routes. Of course, those other anti-fascists such 
as the ARA also want to see the democratic state 
exercise powers to suppress the racism that it 
has helped nurture for over a century. They will 
blithely demand laws to outlaw political parties 
and laws to give stronger powers to the Courts 
for various categories of offences. At local 
levels the same Councils who administer 
inadequate housing and social provision are 
urged to ban this or that manifestation of racism. 
Ironically, their political idiocy in seeing the 
state as a beneficent player in the struggle of 
“progress” against “reaction” actually 
outweighs the lessons of their own historical 
experience where supposedly anti-fascist 
legislation has repeatedly been used against the 
forces of the left. 


Grant and his place on the Left 


Grant's positions have evidently not evolved in 
the same way as those of a traditional pro- 
imperialist, patrician politician like Winston 
Churchill. On the contrary, Grant represents a 
strand of left, anti-racist liberalism within the 
Labour Party which overlaps on the one hand 
with the Trotskyist forces, which Grant was once 
aligned with, and on the other with a number of, 
sometimes self-appointed, spokespersons for 
the various black communities in Britain. It is 
therefore quite apparent why such an M.P. 
should be much sought after to give his seal of 
approval to the whole range of leftist activities. 
Grant's appeal for British state support for 
repatriation does not come from a desire to 
provoke further racist attacks. It is, in fact, a 
variant on all the other calls from the leftists for 
the state to intervene in a “progressive, 
democratic” way. There are probably a number 
of reasons why Grant has come up with that 


particular variant. The main one is undoubtedly 
that many of the black workers in Grant's 
constituency would not be taken in by the 
standard leftist nonsense. Their day-to-day 
experience of racism and the bosses’ racist state 
starkly expose the folly of defending democracy 
or calling for more laws. The M_P. is therefore 
forced to translate the cries of desperation into 
a call for the state to implement a further step 
in the programme of the most blatant racist 
elements. The repatriation call is a cry of despair 
which is firmly rooted within the left's capitalist 
framework - as capitalism rots from its own 
contradictions the left seek more and more 
convoluted “solutions”. Despite the attempts of 
many of his erstwhile colleagues to distance 
themselves, the M.P.'s suggestions are precisely 
part and parcel of begging the state to act to 
defend the interests of black people. Although 
Marc Wadsworth, of the ARA, has decried 
Grant's position it is in fact supporters of the ARA 
who have made great play of black particularism 
as a factional weapon in their attacks on their 
nivals in the ANL. It must also be noted that Grant 
is not a lone maverick standing beyond the 
general leftist framework. This was shown in 
an article by Linda Bellos, background self- 
described as community activist and Council 
Leader in Lambeth, in the Guardian (12th 
October). Under the somewhat equivocal title 
“Bravo for Bernie” Bellos predictably applauds 
Grant's statement. Bellos however goes one step 
further by accurately revealing another side to 
the issue. The former star of the London Labour 
Party Local Government left calls not only for 
“a black agenda of political thought” but even 
more tellingly “a black agenda for tackling 
racism”. For Bellos and Grant a race-dominated 
agenda is always welcome in their frontist 
politics - a class agenda could never be. 
Racism - no solutions within capitalism 


The various leftist campaigns will veer from one 
set of capitalist solutions to another - legislation, 
positive discrimination, marches and rallies will 
all be toyed with. Grant's position is currently 
portrayed as eccentric. However, it has as its 
genesis a call for state intervention and the left's 
failure to advocate the overthrow of capitalism 
as the only solution to racism. As such the way 
is open for one or more of the left factions to 
absorb the repatriation theme (voluntary and 
humane, of course) into their programme if the 
circumstances point in that direction. During the 
weeks since the original statement Grant has 
begun this synthesis by interweaving the 
repatriation call with more run-of-the-mill leftist 
formulae demanding reparations for the historic 
victims of slavery or presenting it as an option 
for people wanting to assist development 
(capitalist, of course) in the “Third World”. 
The communist solution 


Imperialism has caused millions of workers to 
migrate greater or lesser distances for a whole 
number of reasons. Whole populations have 
been uprooted as a result of war or deliberate 
Government policies. At times of capitalist 
prosperity reserve labour has been sucked from 
the periphery to the imperialist heartlands. We 
do not know whether in the post-revolutionary 
future people will choose to migrate around the 
planet or not. We do know with certainty that 
the destruction of the bosses' state machines will 
free humanity to choose our own destiny. Until 
that time Communists will continue to fight 
against the left's anti-racist/anti-fascist 
perspective. Against the poisons of sectionalism 
or exclusivity we stand for the unity of all 
workers against the whole not only against 
racism but against the all the products of decadent 
capitalism -austerity, unemployment and war. 
Only the international proletarian revolution 
involving the destruction of capitalist 
exploitation and its associated states, laws and 


- a 


boundaries can destroy the material basis for 
racism and the other foul products of class 
society. It is not our task to abstractly demand 
“revolution now” but we have a duty to fight 
within the working class to lay the ideological 
basis for that revolution. That task has nothing 
in common with the left's advocacy of supposed 
lesser evils within capitalism. 

K. 


continued from page 3 


Obituary for Crotone 


(from Battaglia Comunista 10) 


increasing their productivity if all this translates 
into a worsening of the human condition? On 
the elementary and undeniable truism that no- 
one, least of all workers, can be asked to smile 
while their belly is empty, can be built the tactical 
demand for a guaranteed, dignified wage no 
matter what. The contradiction of a society 
which is at the apex of its development but which 
now denies the satisfaction of even basic human 
needs can be posed by revolutionaries as the 
main issue. 


In the absence of a critical point of view on the 
fundamental question of employment, which in 
this society constitutes the sole means of survival, 
it is obvious that the dominant class’s point of 
view prevailed. This considers that only its 
interests are legitimate and that therefore the 
activity or otherwise of the forces of production 
depends on its hopes of realising a profit. 
The workers, who were skilfully entrapped 
within this dilemma by the unions, although with 
little conviction, had to approve the deal reached 
by the government and the unions as the lesser 
evil, even though it condemned them to the loss 
of their job and wage. 


In Crotone, everyone had played their part and 
defined their role in an unambiguous fashion. 
The state clearly showed that the only response 
that it could give to the question of unemployment 
was that of repression, as demonstrated by the 
massive militarisation of the area with the aim 
of isolating the workers in the factory, and by 
the welcome it in practice gave to Confindustriais 
entreaties which reclaimed the exclusive use of 
the public debt for the support of industrial 
restructuring and profit. 


The PDS, in conformity with its history, once 
again confirmed that it is a political force entirely 
at the service of capital by striving to pass off 
as a victory an agreement that has practically 
blessed capitalist interests as the sole legitimate 
interests. 


What has been shown by the Crotone experience 
is that a working class which is unable to escape 
the political and ideological domination of these 
forces is inevitably destined to suffer the 
consequences of a crisis which every day shows 
itself to be even deeper than it appears to be to 
the workers themselves. On the other hand, it 
is also unthinkable that a reappropriation of its 
own class autonomy can begin or mature without 
the active and effective presence of a political 
force organised and rooted in the world of the 
workers. To sum up, Crotone has said, once 
again, that without the class party the future is 
entirely in the hands of capital. 

GP 

Footnotes 


1, Literally “integration cash”. Workers who 
are laid off are put into a pool where, for a few 
months they receive a percentage of their wage. 
There is no unemployment benefit on the scale 
in Britain as such. 


Rail Privatisation 


Old Buffers Fail 
to Derail the 
British State 


Both Parties blamed each other for the fiasco. 
Women MPs locked themselves in the Gents 
whilst outside some MPs either talked gibberish, 
attacked each other or took it in turns to wear 
the top hat. Parliamentary democracy has always 
been a farce but the recent antics over the rail 
privatisation bill even shocked parts of the 
media. Some described it as a “mockery of 
democracy” and as resembling a pantomime. 
This was rather an unfair insult. Panto may be 
pointless crap but it’s never this silly. 


November’s play acting in Parliament when the 
old gits in the House of Lords held up Government 
palns for a whole evening hides a much more 
serious farce - that of privatisation itself. Whereas 
the great sell-offs of the Eighties (British Gas, 
BT, Electricity, etc.) were described as “selling 
off the family silver” (Macmillan) the 
privatisation of the railways has been labelled 
as a “car boot sale” of services by BR’s own chief 
executive. If a railway service reflects a country’s 
economy in general, then Britain’s economy, 
like that of every other so-called advanced 
capitalist economy, has passed the point of no 
return and privatisation really is bargain basement 
desperation. Rail privatisation isn’t really very 
different from previous sell-offs. It’s a short- 
term solution to a critical problem. The State 
is admitting by its very action that it can no longer 


| ~““smaintain the cost of the infrastructure no matter 


how necessary it may be. Selling it, or parts of 
it, may release the state from the ever-increasing 
burden of investment and it may release much 
needed capital in the short term. The Government 
is, after all, desperate to lower the Public Sector 
Borrowing Requirement before the next election 
and it is no coincidence that rail privatisation 
should be in full swing by then. 


But privatisation of other services has not 
provided any lasting solution to the crisis and 
the railways won’t be any different. The 
Government may dream of a return to 19th 
century /aissez-faire but the reality of capitalism 
today makes this impossible. Returning to the 
“free market” will cost the state about £2bn in 
initial sweeteners to make the railways saleable. 
State expenditure in the form of subsidies will 
make sure that those who bid will be cushioned 
from initial losses. After all, it’s much cheaper 
to line the pockets of your own class chums than 
carry on with the long-term and ever-increasing 
investments needs of BR. 


The British state spent much of the Eighties 
perfecting short-term, quick profit solutions to 
its problems so we shouldn’t be very surprised 
at the current determination to privatise in the 
face of popular opposition. Rail privatisation 
is so unpopular it’s been described as the “Poll 
Tax on wheels”. In order to show how pro-free 
market it is, the Government plans to spend 
millions on a propaganda campaign and, in the 
tradition of previous sell-offs, will distribute 
about 20 million leaflets encouraging everyone 
to think it’s a good idea. 


So far, the only interest shown by the private 
sector is limited to the Gatwick Express and East 
coast main lines. The Government is dutifully 
doing its bit to make sure the financiers of the 
free market don’t lose out. The money being 
invested in BR at the moment is going to the 
potentially more profitable areas. £150m of 
leasing funds is to be used for new rolling stock 
on Network South East, whilst the West coast 
line from London to Glasgow goes without. 


Privatisation today is in many ways the equivalent 
of nationalisation in 1948. In that year the rail 
companies were heavily compensated by the 
British state. This compensation was intended 
by the Government to create capital for investment 
elsewhere (most of it went abroad!). In the 
meantime the British taxpayer (main contributor 
- the working class) paid for this bonanza for the 
rich. After 40 odd years of rationalisation in 
which the service was sacrificed on the alter of 
motor car production the network is an anorexic 
skeleton of the past. Today privatisation is 
intended to do what nationalisation did in 1948 
i.e. create liquidity, this time on the basis of the 
existing property values of BR. In short the free 
market forces are being called in to take on BR 
at a giveaway price. State intervention reaches 
free markets that ordinary capital cannot reach! 


However pushing the free market into operation 
creates various problems for the state. As with 
all previous privatisation scams the state spends 
a lot of money in the name of free enterprise. 
Planning how best not to run the infrastructure 
can be very time consuming, and cutting down 
on state involvement can lead to endless 
Government intervention. Thus, BR’s £9bn 
pension fund will increasingly come under 
government control after privatisation. (BR 
workers are understandably worried, especially 
in the light of Maxwell’s antics.) This worry isn’t 
helped by the Government’s refusal to give any 
guarantees about the pension fund’s safety in the 
Rail Privatisation Bill itself. The Government 
has also proposed to suspend statutory 
contributions of £40m to the scheme until the 
end of the century. Instead, it proposes to give 
an IOU to the pension fund and use the existing 
surplus itself! 


Whilst, as Engels noted a century ago, the actual 
ownership of capital makes little difference to 
the exploitation of workers, today’s global 
privatisations mean further attacks on the class. 
BR workers face a series of threats from 
privatisation: unemployment, part-time work, 
pay cuts, worse working conditions and loss of 
travel privileges, to name a few. We’ve all had 
time to see what the results of privatisation of 
other ‘services’ have been since 1984. The 
privatisation of BT, gas, electricity, water and 
sewage have all led to a two-tier system of 
services benefitting the well-off to the detriment 
of the poorest sections of the working class. 
Those living in the poorest areas face more 
expensive services and disproportionally large 
deposits, service charges, rental charges, as well 
as more disconnections. The railways will be 
no different. If you don’t live near a profitable 
line your access to decent public transport will 
be severely limited. 


The prospect is of a more expensive, dirty, 
dangerous, overcrowded and unreliable service 
with cutbacks and line closures. Once again the 
working class will bear the brunt of the state’s 
inability to maintain even the most fundamental 
areas of the infrastructure. Rail privatisation is 
proof, if proof were needed, that capitalism is 
in a tunnel with no light at the end of it. 


RT 
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Life of the Organisation 


Who are we? 

The Communist Workers Organisation has 
existed since 1975 but the political origins of our 
positions are much older. We regard ourselves 
as heir to a common tradition which goes from 
the Communist League of Marx and Engels 
through the First, Second and Third Internationals 
to, most recently, those left currents which were 
expelled from the Third International in the 
1920’s as the process of Stalinisation developed. 
We have always been opposed to Stalinism, 
Maoism, Trotskyjsm and all the other counter- 
revolutionary distortions of Marxism. 


Since 1984 we have formed part of the 
International Bureau for the Revolutionary 
Party initiated by Il Partito Comunista 
Internazionalista (Battaglia Comunista). The 
Platform of this organisation can be found in the 
first edition of its journal Internationalist 
Communist Review (formerly Communist 
Review) (£1 from the group address) but our 
basic positions are at the foot of this page. 


Appeal to Readers 


Fifteen years of capitalist onslaught have left 
communist groups as tiny minorities compared 
to the tasks in front of us. Our resources are 
inadequate to fight the lies of the capitalists (both 
free market and state varieties). 


We therefore appeal to all contacts, readers, 


sympathisers and subscribers to help in the 
struggle to give an authentic internationalist 
communist voice to the process of self- 
emancipation of the working class. 


You can help by sending for bundles of leaflets 
or papers. The essence of political organisation 
is debate so you could also help by sending us 
letters (however critical), either about articles 
in previous issues or about your own experiences 
or ideas. 


The continuation of capitalist rule depends on 
the passivity of the exploited class. Help us to 
break that cycle. 


Other Publications 


The Platform and Statutes of the Interna— 
tional Bureau for the Revolutionary Party 
These are now available in English, German, 
French, Spanish, Italian, Bengali and Farsi. 
Each price £1. 


Internationalist Communist Review 

is the central organs in English of the IBRP. Each 
individual issue is £1.50. 

Revue Comuniste 

in French (write to CWO address), 
Internationalist Notes 

in Farsi 

Prometeo 

Theoretical journal of the Internationalist 
Communist Party (Italy) 

Battaglia Comunista 

Monthly paper of the PCInt (Italy) 


We also have publications in Bengali , Slovene, 
Czech, and Serbo-Croat. 

Please write to the appropriate address. (PCInt 
for Internationalist Notes) 


Subscription rates 
Subscription: to W X] YGICE 
(6 copies): £2.50 in UK and Eire, £4.00 
elsewhere. 

Subscription to VW * VOICE (6) and 
Internationalist Communist Review (2): 
£4.50 UK/Eire, £5.50 elsewhere. 
Supporter’s subscription: £10 

Cheques should be made payable to “CWO 
Publications” 

Back issues of most publications are available. 
Please send local currency OR if writing from 
abroad INTERNATIONAL _ MONEY 
ORDERS (within the sterling area postal orders 
are acceptable). We regret we cannot cash 
ordinary cheques as the international banking 
a takes the first $9 out of $10 for doing 
this). 


Pamphlets 

CWO Pamphlet No. 1 

Economic Foundations of Capitalist 
Decadence £1 

CWO Pamphlet No. 2 

1917 £2 


Internationalist Communist 
Review 12 


will appear in December and will contain 
articles on: 

The Nature of the Working Class today 
The Rise of Hitler and Anti-Fascism 

The History of the Italian Left 

Imperialist War in Spain 1936-9 

Price £1.50 from our address or in the book— 
shops mentioned on p. 5. 


Internationalist Communist 
Review 11 


is still current and includes articles on: 

The War in Ex- Yugoslavia 

Trotskyism and the Collapse of the USSR 
ialism and the Working Class 

Price £1.50 from our address or in the book— 

shops mentioned on p. 5. 


Publication in French 


BC Inform No. 1 


is available containing articles on the situation 
in Italy, a polemic with Le Proletaire and an 
editorial on the purpose of the publication. It will 
be sent free to any subscribers who request it. 
For others it is 5Op per copy. 


Meetings 


Sheffield 

See the advert on this page. 

Readers’ Meetings 

London 

These will be held regularly in Conway Hall. 
Write to group address for details. 


Our Basic 


1. We aim to establish a stateless, classless, moneyless 
society without exploitation, national frontiers or 
standing armies and in which the free development 
of each is the condition for the free development of all 
(Marx): COMMUNISM. 

2. Such a society will need a revolutionary state for 
its introduction. This state will be run by workers’ 
councils, consisting of instantly recallable delegates 
from every section of the working class. Their rule 
is called the dictatorship of the proletariat because 
it cannot exist without the forcible overthrow and 
keeping down of the capitalist class worldwide. 

3. The first stage in this is the political organisation 
of class-conscious workers and their eventual union 
into an international political party for the promotion 
of world revolution. 


Addresses for all correspondence 


CWO 
BM Box CWO, London WCIN 3XX. 


Il Partito Comunista Internazionalista, 
CP 1753, 20101 Milano, Italy. 


Positions 


4, The Russian October Revolution of 1917 remains 
a brilliant inspiration for us. It showed that workers 
could overthrow the capitalist class. Only the isolation 
and decimation of the Russian working class destroyed 
their revolutionary vision of 1917. What was set up 
in Russia in the 1920’s and after was not communism 
but centrally planned state capitalism. There have 
as yet been no communist states anywhere in the world. 
5. The International Bureau for the 
Revolutionary Party was founded by the heirs of 
the Italian Left who tried to fight the political 
degeneration of the Russian Revolution and the 
Comintern in the 1920’s. We are continuing the task 
which the Russian Revolution promised but failed to 
achieve - the freeing of the workers of the world and 
the establishment of communism. Join us! 


Northern Ireland 


Capitalist murder gangs 
against the workers 


For years workers in Northern Ireland have 
suffered some of the worst conditions in Western 
Europe. Even the doctored Government 
unemployment statistics show adult male 
unemployment (excluding those on schemes or 
barred from claiming benefit) at 18.5%. (Source 
- Employment Gazette, September 1993). No 
working class opposition to such austerity has 
emerged as workers have been diverted, misled 
and terrorised by the sectarian gangs. The 
autumn months saw an upsurge in anti-working 
class abominations in Northern Ireland. The 
forces of the ruling class have spent their time 
drumming up support for their chosen bunch of 
armed thugs - either the state's official murderers 
in the Army and police or else the equally 
reactionary terrorists of the Nationalist or Loyalist 
militias. 
Parliamentary games 


While the gunmen and bombers (whether 
Republican/Nationalist or Loyalist/Unionist) 
are the immediate cause of the death and mayhem 
it is the mainstream bourgeois factions in Britain 
and Ireland who make sure that cauldron is kept 
on the boil. Since the signing of the Anglo-Irish 
Accord in 1985 the British and Irish Governments 
have openly worked together to attempt to 
establish normal conditions for capitalist 
exploitation in the Six Counties. The first couple 
of years of the deal saw plenty of hot air and 
degrees of mobilisation by the Loyalist 
politicians. Over time the Accord had faded from 
the agenda as the demagogues were unable to 
maintain a mass campaign against a series of 
talks which increasingly lost any credibility as 
a serious vehicle for altering the existing status 
quo. That loss of initiative by the Unionist 
politicians was reflected in their participation 
in the all-party talks initiated by Peter Brooke, 
the British Minister. That situation of relative 
equilibrium was in fact little more than a sulky 
stalemate while each of the factions looked to 


South Africa 


seize the initiative. That stalemate was broken 
as the situation in Northern Ireland became a 
pawn in the games of the London, Dublin and 
Belfast political parties. The Labour Party 
politicians in Britain, partly encouraged by the 
presence of their co-thinkers in the Dublin 
Government, started to float ideas of Irish 
unification. The musings by official Labour 
Party representatives have always been expressed 
in such a way as to try to pacify the Unionist 
groups. Unfortunately for the Labourists the 
strength of ideology is so ingrained within the 
various factions that even these uncertain hints 
about rationalising the Irish set-up were enough 
to re-invigorate the gunmen on both sides of the 
“communal” divide. On the one hand the 
Republicans/Nationalists were encouraged that 
the idea of a united capitalist Ireland, formerly 
only popular with groups around the left of the 
Labour Party, was creeping onto the agenda of 
the Party mainstream. On the other hand 
mainstream Unionist politicians rediscovered 
their traditional preference for the British 
Conservatives while the increased tension also 
encouraged their armed hoodlums to step up 
their terror activities. The screw was further 
turned when it became clear that the Unionist 
M.P.'s had done a deal with the British 
Government to enable the legislation about 
Maastricht to pass through the Commons. 
Although the full details are still not public it was 
immediately obvious to the Republican/ 
Nationalists that there was no prospects of the 
current Government was no effectively a Tory/ 
Unionist alliance. As such there was now no 
likelihood of abandoning terrorist attacks in the 
hope of gaining any concessions. The situation 
was given another twist as the talks between John 
Hume, the Social-Democratic M.P. and Gerry 
Adams of Sinn Fein became public. Undoubtedly 
those. two.would: proclaim different agendas 
with Adams having to spout radical sounding 
slogans so as to retain his Nationalist credibility. 


In reality the actual agenda for both of them is 
a united capitalist Ireland firmly located in the 
Anglo-American imperialist alliance. These 
talks acted as one of the final catalysts to inflame 
the gangsters with one side seeing the possibility 
of a long sought-after breakthrough and the other 
being stirred to fresh atrocities in response. The 
end-products of these eddies and cross-currents 
amongst the ruling-class politicians are the 
bombs and bullets which destroy workers’ lives 
in the cities and villages of Northern Ireland. 


Imperialism's conundrum 


Underlying the developments of the last couple 
of years is a real dilemma for the ruling-class. 
The more clear sighted bourgeois factions wish 
to establish as normal a capitalist situation as 
possible. This would involve some form of 
democratic state solution, safe for capitalist 
exploitation. Apart from freeing up a sizeable 
chunk of the British armed forces it would 
establish a far more secure home for investment 
of capital. That strategy would, even if possible, 
still have a downside for the British state. Many 
of their techniques for surveillance work, crowd 
control, use of weapons against civilians etc. 
have been developed on the streets of Belfast 
and Derry. The loss of that training ground would 
be a real blow to the military and police strategists. 
There are more fundamental and insoluble 
problems also in the way. The history of 
imperialism has spawned the Unionist/Loyalist 
and Republican/Nationalist factions. Only in 
the most extreme circumstances would British 
Imperialism or their allies in Washington and 
Dublin consider withdrawing and allowing a 
Bosnia-type situation to blow up in the British 
Isles. To complete the puzzle it is clear that the 
ideological entrenchment of the local brands of 
bourgeois ideology is so ingrained that any 
short-term pacification by the imperialist state(s) 


DEMOCRACY AND 
PROLETARIAN MASSACRES 


While the moves towards a settlement in South 
Africa continue the violence aimed at preventing 
such a settlement escalates. On the one hand the 
progress towards an election continues with 
almost indecent haste, and the reason is clearly 
that the situation of both the Government and 
the ANC is becoming extremely difficult. For 
the ANC the scale of violence has made its calls 
for peace, restraint, moderation, patience and so 
forth almost incredible. In the week after the 
peace demonstration of 2 September, 100 people 
were killed, in August 550 were killed and in 
the last 3 years 10500 have died. Escalating 
bloodshed is strengthening the hand of the more 
radical elements who openly call for ending the 
constitutional talks and carrying the war into the 
white heartlands. Their cry of “No peace, no 
peace” and even the Pan African Congress 
slogan of “One settler one bullet” has been heard 
on ANC demonstrations since the military 
leader Chris Hani was gunned down. The ANC 
leadership bluntly informed the government 
that unless an election date was fixed they could 
"lose control" of their supporters in the townships. 
Similarly the comparatively minor massacres 
of whites coupled with an unprecented 
breakdown of law and order have produced a 
steady haemorrhage of support for the Nationalist 
Government. The formation of the right wing 
umbrella organisation the Volksfront is a further 
threat. 


For both the ANC and the Nationalists the sooner 
the election the better, for the sooner it is the less 


support they will lose. The agreement of a date 
for the elections of 27 April 1994 and the 
agreement on the constitution of the Transitional 
Executive Committee (TEC) are both 
achievements which indicate that the momentum 
to the election continues. These achievements 
are at the expense of great concessions on the 
part of the ANC. It appears that some sort of 
power sharing with the Nationalists is envisaged 
until the end of the century and binding conditions 
providing a framework for the future constitution 
will be laid down before the election. The TEC 
which was supposed to guarantee the fairness 
of the election by limiting the atrocities of the 
police and army requires such large majorities 
to override a government decision as to be 
virtually powerless. For the Nationalists, their 
entire programme since 1990 amounts to a 
complete repudiation of all they have stood for 
since 1912 and the adoption of the platform of 
the opposition. It is not surprising they feel 
vulnerable, rather it is a measure of the desperate 
situation of SA capitalism that they have been 
able to do this at all. However, as the CWO has 
continually pointed out it is the ANC and the 
Nationalists who represent the mainstream 
interests of capitalism. 


The right wing parties and Inkatha withdrew 
from the constitutional talks once an election 
date was fixed. They are conscious that an 
election will reveal the marginal nature of their 
support and they demand that their aims are 
guaranteed in advance of the drafting of any 


future constitution. These aims amount to a 
separate Afrikaner republic, in the case of the 
Afrikaner right, and a loose federation in which 
Inkatha and Chief Buthelezi retain power over 
Kwa Zulu, in the case of Inkatha. Such demands 
which are essentially a continuation of apartheid 
and the further Balkanisation of the country 
come from elements of the petit bourgeoisie and 
certainly are not in the interests of industrial 
capitalism. Industrial capital requires 
Teincorporation of the existing homelands and 
a unitary state guaranteeing stable conditions of 
capitalist exploitation - precisely the policies of 
the ANC. 
Violence 


While it is clear that the aims of the right wing 
are not achievable, the capacity of these groupings 
to cause bloodshed and carnage is not in question. 
The links between Inkatha and the police and 
the military have been partly exposed as have 
the police and military's sordid involvement in 
various massacres. The Kwa Zulu homeland, 
Buthelezi and Inkatha are creations of apartheid 
and that the regime has armed them and used 
them for its own ends should not surprise anyone. 
The regime previously followed a policy of 
fomenting bloodshed in this way, however, the 
fact that the government has failed to reign in 
this violence at this stage indicates deep divisions 
in the regime. Indeed De Klerk still retains some 
of the people responsible for this butchery in key 
cabinet posts. Even the attempt to stem the 
violence by sending the army into the townships 


could only be a temporary lull in the cycle of 
violence. 
Positions of the left 


The simpletons of the capitalist left start from 
a political position of support for National 
liberation and then proceed to sanctify their 
chosen bunch of (usually armed) bourgeois 
politicians as anti-imperialists. Their perspective 
therefore misses the most fundamental point 
about the unavoidably reactionary nature of 
such movements in the imperialist epoch. 
Unashamed and unaware the leftists lay claim 
to the red banner of socialism only to daub it with 
the blood of the working-class victims of the 
terrorists who they reward with their 
‘unconditional’ support. There are other equally 
hopeless remedies peddled by the left. Some like 
the “Militant” or Stalinists have spent years 
boosting the Trades Unions and peddling social- 
democratic campaigning slogans about “Better 
Life for All” or similar pie-in-the-sky. Others 
used to put forward scenarios involving UN or 
EC troops. Although the argument that this 
would be a purely imperialist solution cut little 
ice with our leftist friends, history in the form 
of ex-Yugoslavia may have jolted one or two 
of them. 


Workers must break with all capitalist 
ideologies 


The murderers of the sectarian gangs can offer 
workers nothing but misery. To look for 
imperialist politicians “of good will” to establish 
peace and normality is a farce - when it comes 
to murdering their opponents the imperialists’ 
record is in a different league to their junior 
partners in Ulster. Another cul-de-sac which is 
on offer are the recent marches against the 
terrorists. These demonstrations can offer no 
real alternative to the horrors of capitalist decay 
as they are organized or quickly taken over by 
forces, whether of the Trade Unions or the parties 
which can only lead into dead-ends. The only 
alternative is for workers to break the hold of 
all the variants of capitalist ideology and to map 
out the road to a communist future. Workers have 
no country. The gangs who march behind the 
Red Hand of Ulster or the Irish tricolour are 
equally opposed to workers’ interests. The 
struggle to raise the banner of communism 
against the squabbling capitalist factions is not 
an easy task - its necessity is proved with each 
successive atrocity. KT 


in August has not been successful. If the violence 
continues at the present level the timetable for 
the election will be thrown out. 


Exploitation and massacres for the 
working class 


Both the aims of “democracy” and the further 
division of the country serve the interests of the 
bourgeoisie and not those of the working class. 
The fact that it is workers who are being 
mobilised for the killing and who are the victims 
shows that the bosses have succeeded in 
persuading them to be cannon fodder in these 
battles. While many workers can see through the 
lies of Inkatha those of the ANC still retain some 
credibility. The fundamental issue for the SA 
bosses is restoring profitability and this means 
stabilising the social situation and so regularising 
the exploitation of the working class. The 
finance minister, Derek Keys, stated quite clearly 
what was required. The economy must be 
restructured and government spending must 
fall, jobs must be cut in the civil service, there 
must be a wage freeze and interest rates must 
remain high. In addition massive capital 
investment was required. Mr Keys went on to 
add that there was agreement on these matters 
between himself and the ANC economic policy 
chief and that he often invited the general 
secretary of COSATU (the union federation) to 
correct his economic plans one of the more 
important of which has been to raise VAT by 
40%. He thinks the behaviour of organised 
labour in the tripartite National Economic Forum 
(the bosses, government and unions) has been 
“outstanding”. (Financial Times 19/4/93) There 
is similar agreement on the issue of foreign 
capital investment and Nelson Mandela's trips 
abroad to persuade groups of businessmen to 
invest in SA are now regular events. All this 
clearly demonstrates that the aims of the ANC 
are those of industrial capitalism and exclude 
those of the working class. CP 


For an analysis of the South African crisis with our 
predictions of the present role of the ANC send £2 to the 
CWO address. 


